REMARKS 

An international preliminary action report cited published U.S. application, 
Publication No. 2003/0129988 (Lee). 

Claims 1-21 were pending in the present application. Claims 1-4, 10, 12, 13, 20, 
and 21 have been amended. New claims 22-27 have been added. Applicant respectfully 
request allowance of all pending claims. 

Claims 1 and 20 have been amended. None of the references teach suppressing 
selected ones of the existing calls without suppressing other ones of the existing calls 
regardless of all existing calls having equal identified priority. This feature is disclosed 
in Applicant's Summary on page 3, lines 5-11. Thus claims 1 and 20 and their respective 
dependent claims should be allowed. 

Claims 3, 12, 13 and 21 have been amended to clarify the feedback feature. New 
claims 22-27 have been added. The claimed feedback feature is based on an observed 
bandwidth being used that is independent of bandwidth estimates or averages generated 
before the packetized calls are transmitted. Support for this feature is included in the 
present specification, page 5, lines 1-7, line 14, and lines 16-24 

The main reference cited in the International Search Report, U.S. Publication No. 
2003/0129988 (Lee), does not use a feedback including an actual, observed amount of 
bandwidth actually being used for a call. Instead, Lee teaches a "resource availability 
check" to determine "whether radio resources are available." See paragraphs 12 and 20. 
Lee does not disclose performing the resource availability check independently of any 
bandwidth estimates generated before the calls are transmitted on the communication 
link. Accordingly, Lee's resource check may utilize predicted values generated before 
calls are setup, which is the opposite of the claimed invention. 

In contrast, claims 3, 12, 13 and 21 feature a feedback using actual, observed, 
non-predicted bandwidth monitoring that is capable of distinguishing an amount of 
bandwidth used by a call currently having temporary voice spurts versus an amount of 
bandwidth used by another call currently having temporary silence. Thus, claims 3,12, 
13 and 21 and their respective dependent claims should be allowed. 
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Claim 4 has been amended. Support for the amendment may be found on page 5, 
lines 1-7. The references cited in the International Search Report fail to teach at least the 
newly claimed feature. Thus, claim 4 and its respective dependent claims should be 
allowed. 

The Examiner is requested to call the undersigned at 502-222-3613 if any 
questions arise concerning the above-mentioned application. 



Respectfully submitted, 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 
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